[ Each was specified in the interview schedules in terms of practices relevant to the enterprises 138 (Table 2) . Data gathered were largely qualitative, although information on the business and Behaviour (TpB) (Azjen, 1985) and the Health Belief Model (HBM) (Rosenstock, 1964) in 
Results

173
Overview
174
The interviewees felt that they are doing all that makes sense towards disease risk reduction.
175
Few felt they should be doing more and all had what seemed to them sound reasons for not 176 complying with practices they had not implemented. This is brought out in the analysis below 177 of current behaviour in relation to intervention practices for reducing disease risk listed in 9 Table 1 ).
181
All sheep farmers felt they had a good understanding of disease risk control while only three 182 of the six pig enterprises said they had a good understanding (Table 3) Responses to questions relating to the practices listed in Table 2 are summarised in Table 3 .
232
233
[ The interviews provide rich data on what farmers are, and are not, doing, and their reasons.
236
As Figure 1 shows factors from recent research on farmer decision making on animal health 322 matters, thought likely to affect intention and behaviour for disease risk management.
323
Discussion will be structured around these, with several themes emerging. Overall then, the study farmers accept that action taken on farm can reduce the risk of for most, this is seen as a scheme requirement rather than a useful disease risk measure. Veterinary Laboratories Agency) whose opinion they respect. Information that is general and 528 appears as released to all is more likely to be ignored at best and, at worst, to reinforce 529 attitudes that advice from central sources is not relevant or practical to the individual.
Knowledge and awareness of practices
530
Farmers look to vets to interpret and contextualise information and advice received. Most farmers accept they should pay part of the costs of disease risk advice for endemics and 546 that they should bear the cost of measures they voluntarily implement to address risk factors.
547
With exotics, however, and notifiable diseases in particular, they feel Government has a 548 strategic responsibility to protect agriculture from external disease threats and should, 549 therefore, coordinate the provision of advice and information, and pay for disease controls.
550
Furthermore, with no say in the design of measures to protect against exotics or tackle any 551 outbreak, they feel they should not contribute towards costs.
553
The specific attitudes and behaviours reported here are formed by the policy, economic,
554
institutional and disease history context in which sheep and pig farmers in England operate.
555
Further research in other industrialised economies is needed before their validity in other 556 settings could be assessed. However, as these findings are consistent with prevailing socio-557 psychological analytical frameworks, similar themes may well emerge elsewhere. is, therefore, relevant to consider the implications of the study findings for future policy.
566
While it is hard to identify 'quick fix' policy levers to encourage farmers to implement more 567 disease risk measures, possible ways forward centre on information and communication. 
